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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement filed 3/3/1 0 fails to comply with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97, 1 .98 and MPEP § 609 because an English copy of the 
abstract of Japanese Publication 2002-542743 was not submitted. It has been placed 
in the application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered as 
to the merits. Applicant is advised that the date of any re-submission of any item of 
information contained in this information disclosure statement or the submission of any 
missing element(s) will be the date of submission for purposes of determining 
compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing the statement, including all 
certification requirements for statements under 37 CFR 1 .97(e). See MPEP 

§ 609.05(a). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

3. Claims 1-4 and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Staiger (US 2004/0205386 A1), herein referred to as Staiger '386. 
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Referring to claim 1 , Staiger '386 teaches a circuit in an embedded 
processing system covering a number of technical applications, a number of 
operative functions of the number of technical applications being performed via a 
respective number of application-specific Electronic Control Units (ECU), the 
circuit comprising: a) number of controller means (Specific I/O Subsystems 26 
and 34) for controlling respective application specific ECUs (ECUs 12 and 18, 
Figure 3), each of the controller means comprising a number of application- 
specific support functions and I/O subsystems; and b) a number of processor 
units (CPUs 20 and 28, Figure 3) each having an l/O-interface operatively 
connecting to a respective one of the controller means and supplying that 
controller means with computing power, wherein at least one of the processor 
units and a respective controller means are implemented on different chips (Note 
CPU 20 is in ECU 12 and Specific I/O Subsystem 26 is not, Figure 3). 

As to claim 2, Staiger '386 teaches the circuit according to claim 1 , further 
comprising mapping means ("A Dynamic Storage Subsystem Morphing 
(DSSM) mechanism is implemented connected to said plurality of 
resources, which reserves some storage area for each non-donor ECU, 
ready for any inventionally provided 'slot-down/slot-up' access by a 
respective non-donor ECU having a storage subsystem brealtdown". 
Paragraph 0034, Lines 5-10) for mapping the I/O subsystems to the processor 
units, and a General Controller Unit ("In absence of an integrated ASIC 
architecture a fast FET-switch-based multiplexing mechanism is provided 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/539,1 1 1 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2184 

for fast switching between both processors, such that the timing 
requirements of the processors are achieved", Paragraph 0035, Lines 4-8) 
operatively coupled to the mapping means and configured to dynamically switch 
at least one of the processor units into communication with a selected controller 
means based on processor timing requirements. 

As to claim 3, Staiger '386 teaches the circuit according to claim 2, further 
comprising: a primary layer comprising basic configuration layout data and an 
interface means (DSSIVI 40, Figure 3) for connecting to the number of processor 
units; and a secondary layer comprising a preprogrammed, autonomic state 
switching means (Autonomic System Controller 60, Figure 6), a 
preprogrammed emergency switching means ("monitoring the operation of 
said ECUS, in case of breakdown of a non-donor ECU storage subsystem". 
Paragraph 0043, Lines 1-2), and a port interface means (Note Subsystem 26 
is an I/O subsystem. Thus, it has a port interface to be able to perform the 
I/O) connected to at least one of the I/O subsystems. 

As to claim 4, Staiger '386 teaches the circuit according to claim 3, further 
comprising an additional controller operatively coupled to the General Controller 
Unit and configured to implement a monitoring function means ("monitoring the 
operation of said ECUs, in case of breakdown of a non-donor ECU storage 
subsystem". Paragraph 0043, Lines 1-2) for monitoring the operational status 
of the processor units and the controller means. 
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As to claim 7, Staiger '386 teaclies an embedded system ("The present 
invention relates to the field of embedded processing systems and to 
autonomic embedded computing solutions", Paragraph 0001, Lines 1-3) 

having an electronic circuit according to claim 1 . 

Referring to claim 8, Staiger '386 teaches a method of operating an 
embedded processing system comprising: controlling a number of electronic 
control units (ECUs 12 and 18, Figure 3) with a number of interface expander 
controllers (Specific I/O Subsystems 26 and 34), wherein said interface 
expander controllers are disposed on a separate chip (Note CPU 20 is in ECU 
12 and Specific I/O Subsystem 26 is not. Figure 3) from said electronic control 
units; and providing computing power to said interface expander controllers with 
a separate number of processors (CPUs 20 and 28, Figure 3). 

As to claim 9, Staiger '386 teaches the method of claim 8, further 
comprising selectively providing communication between said interface expander 
controllers and said processors with a General Controller Unit ("In absence of 
an integrated ASIC architecture a fast FET-switch-based multiplexing 
mechanism is provided for fast switching between both processors, such 
that the timing requirements of the processors are achieved". Paragraph 
0035, Lines 4-8). 

As to claim 10, Staiger '386 teaches the method of claim 8, further 
comprising disposing said interface expander controllers on a single Application 
Specific Integrated Circuit ("The present invention can be realized in 
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hardware, or a combination of hardware and software, for example in a 
programmable ASIC form or with selected units being implemented in any 
type of hardware implementation as required by the applicational use of the 
embedded system". Paragraph 0100, Lines 1-5). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Staiger 
•386. 

As to claim 5, Staiger '386 does not appear to explicitly teach the circuit 
according to claim 1 , further comprising a database storing instructions on how to 
handle specific errors associated with the number of processor units. 

Staiger '386 does, however, teach "[performing] a checksum analysis, 
prior art error analysis and acting according to their results" (Paragraph 0054, 
Lines 10-11). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art having the teachings of Staiger '386 before him or her, to modify 
Staiger '386 to include a database storing instructions on how to handle specific 
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errors associated witli tlie number of processor units since different errors may 
yield different results during checksum analysis. Having a database storing each 
type of error and their corresponding result during checksum would facilitate the 
determination of how to handle such errors. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify Staiger '386 to obtain the 
invention as specified in the instant claim. 



6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Staiger 
'386 in view of Phipps (US 6,579,231 B1 ), herein referred to as Phipps '231 . 

As to claim 6, Staiger '386 does not appear to teach the circuit according 
to claim 1 , further comprising a number of emergency controllers for continuously 
storing global positioning system (GPS) coordinates and configured to send an 
emergency signal including the coordinates in case a number of external sensor 
devices detect an emergency case. 

Phipps '231 , however, teaches the circuit according to claim 1 , further 
comprising a number of emergency controllers (Unit 12, Figure 1) for 
continuously storing (PDU 14, Figure 1) global positioning system (GPS) 
coordinates and configured to send an emergency signal ("For example, if data 
from the monitoring device indicates heart fibrillation, emergency 
transmission sends a page in accordance with an emergency dialing 
sequence and transmits device ID, current GPS coordinates, and current 
data from the monitoring device". Column 7 Lines 51-55) including the 
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coordinates in case a number of external sensor devices detect an emergency 
case. 

Staiger '386 and Phipps '231 are analogous art since Staiger '386 teaches 
ECUS that are dedicated to perform specific functions and Phipps '231 teaches a 

specific function. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art having the teachings of Staiger '386 and Phipps '231 before him or 
her, to modify Staiger '386 to include comprising a number of emergency 
controllers for continuously storing global positioning system (GPS) coordinates 
and configured to send an emergency signal including the coordinates In case a 
number of external sensor devices detect an emergency case, as taught by 
Phipps '231 , since it merely involve replacing a specific function of one the ECUs 
taught In Staiger '386 with the function taught In Phipps '231 . Though Staiger 
'386 teaches ECUs that perform specific functions for vehicles and the specific 
function taught in Phipps '231 is the monitoring of a human being's condition and 
the sending of an emergency signal when an emergency case (ex. heart attack, 
heart failure) Is detected, it would be obvious to similarly monitor the condition of 
a vehicle and send an emergency signal when it detects an emergency case (ex. 
car failure, car crash). 

Therefore, it would have been to combine Phipps '231 with Staiger '386 to 
obtain the invention as specified in the instant claim. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/539,1 1 1 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2184 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 12/3/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

8. Regarding the 35 U.S.C. §112 rejection, Applicant's argument is persuasive. The 

§112 rejection is withdrawn. 

9. Regarding the 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) rejection. Applicant argued, "In light of the 
above facts, it is impossible for the Staiger reference to qualify as prior art under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b) against the present application. Particularly, § 102(b) requires 
that an allegedly anticipating reference be 'a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year 
prior to the date of application for patent in the United States.' (Emphasis added). 
This condition cannot be met because the present application was filed more 
than three months prior to the Staiger reference, and the foreign priority date of 
the present application is "the date of application for patent in the United States" 
under § 102(b). 35 U.S.C. § 119(a); 37 C.F.R. § 1.55", in lines 6-13 of page 7. 
Applicant's argument is not persuasive. "[No] patent shall be granted on any application 
for patent for an invention which had been patented or described in a printed publication 
in any country more than one year before the date of the actual filing of the application 
in this country, or which had been in public use or on sale in this country more than one 
year prior to such filing". See 35 U.S.C. § 119 (a). "If the application claims foreign 
priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d) or 365(a) or (b), the effective filing date is the filing 
date of the U.S. application, unless situation (A) or (B) as set forth above applies. The 
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filing date of the foreign priority document is not the effective filing date, although the 
filing date of the foreign priority document may be used to overcome certain references. 
See MPEP § 706.02(b) and § 2136.05." See MPEP § 706.02. Therefore, Staiger '386 is 
a reference against the present application under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action Is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action Is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KRIS RHU whose telephone number is 571-270-1728. 
The examiner can normally be reached on MTWThF 8:30-6 EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Henry Tsai can be reached on 571-272-4176. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

KR 



/Henry W.H. Tsai/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2184 



